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Submitted by fax to 571-273-8185 
Examiner Riad, 

Following our telephone conversation, I reviewed claims 8, 9 and 10 and propose 
to amend them to depend from claim 1 as follows. Claim 1 1 correctly depends from 
claim 4. In keeping with the nature of this proposed amendment, only claims 8-10 are 
listed. 



8. (Currently amended) The method of claim ©1 wherein the synchronous mirroring 
to the first storage unit of the further updates written to the second storage unit by the 
host computer comprises: 

continuing to identify the tracks having the data updates with the first map 
and with the second map; and 

synchronously copying the data updates on the tracks identified by the 
first map from the second storage unit to the first storage unit. 
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9. (Currently amended) The method of daim §1 further comprising the following 
steps when the full duplex state between the first storage unit and the second storage 
unit is reached: 

terminating the use of the first map to Identrfy the tracks associated with 
the second storage unit storing the data updates; and 

continuing to use the second map to identify the trades associated with the 
second storage unit storing changed data. 

1 0. (Currently amended) The method of claim §1 wherein the writing of the data by 
the host computer is quiesced after the full duplex state between the first storage unit 
and the second storage unit is reached. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
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Respectfully Submitted, 




Dan Shifrin, j^3<473 
Law Office of Dan Shifrin, PC 
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303-785-8795 (FAX) 
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